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PURPOSE

The purpose of this bill is to provide appropriations for the fiscal
year 2004 beginning October 1, 2003, and ending September 30,
2004, for energy and water development, and for other related pur-
poses. It supplies funds for water resources development programs
and related activities of the Department of the Army, Civil Func-
tions—U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Civil Works Program in title
I; for the Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Reclamation in
title II; for the Department of Energy’s energy research activities
(except for fossil fuel programs and certain conservation and regu-
latory functions), including environmental restoration and waste
management, and atomic energy defense activities of the National
Nuclear Security Administration in title III; and for related inde-
pendent agencies and commissions, including the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission, Delta Regional Authority, Denali Commission,
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission in title IV.

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The fiscal year 2004 budget estimates for the bill total
$26,946,164,000 in new budget (obligational) authority. The rec-
ommendation of the Committee totals $27,313,000,000. This is
$366,836,000 above the budget estimates and $1,236,805,000 over
the enacted appropriation for the current fiscal year.

The bill, as recommended, is in compliance with the sub-
committee allocation agreed to by the Committee and entered into
the Congressional Record on June 20, 2003.

SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS

The Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development of the
Committee on Appropriations held four sessions in connection with
the fiscal year 2004 appropriation bill. Witnesses included officials
and representatives of the Federal agencies under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction.

The subcommittee received numerous statements and letters
from Members of the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives,
Governors, State and local officials and representatives, and hun-
dreds of private citizens of all walks of life throughout the United
States. Information, both for and against many items, was pre-
sented to the subcommittee. The recommendations for fiscal year
2004 therefore, have been developed after careful consideration of
available data.

VOTES IN THE COMMITTEE

By a vote of 29 to 0 the Committee on July 17, 2003, rec-
ommended that the bill, as amended, be reported to the Senate.

(4)



TITLE I—-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
INTRODUCTION

The Committee remains concerned about the level of the budget
requests for the water resources programs of the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. The budget request for fiscal year 2004 is about
$450,000,000 less than the amount appropriated to the Corps in
fiscal year 2003. The budget request is extraordinarily unbalanced.
Eight projects account for 29 percent of the proposed Construction,
General budget with the remainder of the projects severely under-
funded. The proposed General Investigations budget, which pro-
vides funding for studies of water resources needs, is decimated.
Only studies in their final year were adequately funded, the re-
mainder were severely underfunded. The proposed Operations and
Maintenance budget appears to show an increase, however, when
accounting for inflation and proposed funding transfers that are
unlikely to be enacted, the final total is less than the amount ap-
propriated in fiscal year 2003. The budget proposed for the Mis-
sissippi River and Tributaries project, is equally inadequate.

If the proposed budget request were enacted, the Corps would be
forced to terminate on-going construction contracts costing the gov-
ernment some $200,000,000 in termination fees, demobilization
costs, and delays in project schedules.

As has been the practice for the last several years, the budget
proposal contained no new construction “starts”. The budget pro-
posal stated that this was done in order to only fund the backlog
of on-going work (estimated at $23,000,000,000 in the budget pro-
posal) and that within 10 years, this backlog would be reduced to
zero. Followed to conclusion, that would mean that within 10 years
the Corps would only be an operation and maintenance agency to
oversee past constructed work. Since there are no other nationwide
agencies that address water resource problems and needs, one can
only assume that all water resource problems will be solved in the
next 10 years or that the Federal Government intends to no longer
fund water resource development.

The Committee does not share the views in the budget proposal
and remains concerned about the huge and increasing backlog of
infrastructure development, maintenance, and repair over which
the Corps has jurisdiction. The proposed budget causes the backlog
of unconstructed projects to increase from $44,000,000,000 to
$52,000,000,000 and ignores an accelerating critical maintenance
backlog which increases from $960,000,000 to $1,100,000,000. This
maintenance backlog will soon become entirely unmanageable
under the weight of an aging and crumbling inventory. Proposing

(6))
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no new discretionary construction starts, underfunding on-going
projects, and providing minimal O&M funding for completed
projects leads the Committee to believe that the budget preparation
may have been influenced by very narrow interest groups as op-
posed to providing for a robust national water resources develop-
ment program. The situation that the proposed budget poses to the
Nation’s economy and quality of life leave the Committee no option
but to step forward in support of these vital projects.

The Committee recommendation for the Corps of Engineers to-
tals $4,426,700. This is $232,700,000 above the budget request for
fiscal year 2003, and is $212,127,000 below the appropriation for
the current year.

BUILDING AND SITE SECURITY

The Committee is aware of the heightened threat of terrorist ac-
tivity since the events of September 11, 2001, and the subsequent
financial burden this places on the Corps of Engineers in managing
the security of the many public assets and critical infrastructure
within its control. In order to offset some of the financial burden
of the Corps of Engineers, the Committee provided $139,000,000 in
the fiscal year 2003 supplemental appropriations bill to defray
some of these costs. The Committee encourages the administration
to include funding for specific security related costs in future budg-
et submissions for the Corps of Engineers, as many of these costs
are recurring.

CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE

The Committee is concerned that Corps of Engineers technical
and planning capabilities have diminished over the past decade.
This diminished capability has been evident in recent controversial
studies such as the Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway
System Navigation Study and the Delaware River Deepening
Study. The Committee urges the Corps of Engineers to review ways
in which it can improve its capability, to include concentrating its
technical and planning expertise in regional centers. The Com-
mittee believes that there is much the Corps can do to leverage its
highly skilled workforce in an effort to better utilize their expertise
on a national level. With constrained budgets and ever-changing
technology, the current work environment lends itself well to the
movement of knowledge and information across great distances in
a matter of minutes. Therefore, the Committee remains committed
to the concept of the regional centers because they will enable the
Corps to maximize its expertise across the country over a wide va-
riety of projects and problems just by tapping its own resources.
Though many problems are regionalized many of their solutions
are not. With the implementation of regional centers the Corps will
be able to manage the Agency’s workload across the Nation rather
than just in a district or division.

BUDGET CONSTRAINTS

The budget allocation for non-Defense discretionary programs
contained in the Energy and Water Development bill for fiscal year
2004 are constrained below what is necessary for a robust, bal-
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anced national water resources program. Faced with these budget
realities, the Committee has had to make tough decisions and
choices in the development of the Corps of Engineers’ budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2004. However, while the budget resources for
non-Defense discretionary programs have remained flat or have de-
clined in real terms, the number of requests of the Committee con-
tinue to increase. This year the Committee received more than
1,200 requests for funding for water projects within the Corps’ Civil
Works program. Many supported the funding level in the budget
request, but a majority of the requests made of the Committee
sought increases over the budgeted amounts or items not contained
in the President’s budget for both fiscal year 2003 and fiscal year
2004.

EXPENDITURE RATES

The Committee is aware that the Corps of Engineers has exer-
cised its existing authorities to take advantage of a good construc-
tion season and as a result, has been executing its construction
program at an increased rate using funds available from under-per-
forming projects. This occurrence has compounded over the last 2
years and has resulted in the Corps executing construction projects
at a rate which far outpaces their respective appropriated amount.
The Committee is very concerned that this practice has led to a sit-
uation where the Corps, despite Congressional intent expressed in
the appropriations Act, makes the decision on where to put its
scarce resources to the best use. Though the Committee under-
stands that the Federal government yields project benefits and cost
savings when a project is completed ahead of schedule or on time,
opposed to later, the Committee is not in favor of projects pro-
ceeding at a faster rate than Congress intended without its concur-
rence. The intent of Congress, with respect to water projects, is
very clear, specifically outlined in the detail tables on a project by
project basis.

Therefore, instead of retracting the Corps’ reprogramming au-
thority, a privilege granted to the Corps, the Committee expects
the Corps, within 3 months of enactment of this Act, to submit a
report to the Senate Appropriations Committee on its management
plan for its appropriations and how it intends to rectify the situa-
tion. Should the Corps not reign in its expenditures to reflect the
Congressional intent; the Committee will seek to retract the Corps
reprogramming authority.

TRUST FUND ACCOUNT USAGE

For fiscal year 2004, the administration proposes to expand the
use of both the Inland Waterways and the Harbor Maintenance
trust funds. In the case of the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, a
fuel-tax fund which offsets construction costs of certain inland wa-
terways projects, the administration proposes to use revenues to
pay for one-quarter of the operations and maintenance costs for all
“high use” Federal inland waterways, in addition to one-half the
operating and maintenance costs for all other Federal inland wa-
terways. During fiscal year 2004, this proposal would translate to
$110,000,000 in additional revenue tapped by the Corps. If the
Congress were to enact this proposal, it would effectively raise the
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inland waterways users’ diesel fuel tax from 20 cents to 34 cents
per gallon.

As for the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, revenue is derived
from receipts from an ad valorem tax imposed on commercial users
of specified U.S. ports. The administration proposes to use the fund
to finance not only 100 percent of the Federal share of the oper-
ation and maintenance costs for ports and harbors, but also all
Federal costs associated with coastal port and channel construc-
tion.

If the Committee were to enact these two proposals, the burden
placed upon both trust funds would be so great that the funds
would likely be bankrupt within a few years’ time. The Committee
believes that the changes contemplated by the administration will
dilute the funds’ target for resources: specific construction projects
in the inland waterways system and the maintenance of certain
ports and harbors. Therefore, the Committee dismisses the trust
fund proposals and encourages the administration, if it is indeed as
concerned with the funding needs of the Corps in these two areas,
‘(cé) increase the budget request for direct appropriations for the

orps.

BASIS OF COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

In development of the fiscal year 2004 funding recommendation
for the Corps of Engineers, the Committee is not able to include
any new construction starts, and has recommended only a limited
number of new study starts in an effort to restore balance to the
water resource program of the Corps, and to address high priority
requests made to the Committee. The limited resources available
have been focused on on-going projects where the Corps has con-
tractual commitments. While the Committee has not been able to
fund all projects at the optimum level, it has endeavored to provide
sufficient funding on each project to mitigate delays and increased
costs, to the greatest extent possible, across the entire Corps’ Civil
Works program. One issue of great concern to the Committee is
that the fiscal year 2004 budget request only funded 18 of the
projects in the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase. The
Committee believes that this was done by the administration as a
means to constrict the future pressure on construction. However,
the administration did not responsibly take into account the fact
that for fiscal year 2003, the Congress included funding for 84 of
these projects, the majority of which have Design Agreements
signed, which are legally binding contracts. As a result of the ad-
ministration not funding these projects, the Committee used its
constrained resources to avoid the Government breeching these
contracts.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

$134,141,000
100,000,000
131,700,000

This appropriation funds studies to determine the need, engi-
neering feasibility, economic justification, and the environmental
and social suitability of solutions to water and related land re-
source problems; and for preconstruction engineering and design

Appropriations, 2003
Budget estimate, 2004
Committee recommendation
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work, data collection, and interagency coordination and research

activities.

The budget request and the recommended Committee allowance

are shown on the following table:

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Projct e l""ﬁg}]’fa' Planning lm’g;yfa' Planning
ALABAMA
BREWTON AND EAST BREWTON, AL 300
CAHABA RIVER WATERSHED, AL 50
VILLAGE CREEK, JEFFERSON COUNTY (BIRMINGHAM WATERSHED) ..... 200
ALASKA
ADAK, AK
AKUTAN HARBOR, AK 100
ANCHORAGE HARBOR DEEPENING, AK 50
BARROW COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION, AK .......ccccovvvverirnncn. 200
COFFMAN COVE, AK
CRAIG HARBOR, AK 50
DELONG MOUNTAIN HARBOR, AK 200
EKLUTNA RIVER WATERSHED, AK 100
HAINES HARBOR, AK 100
HOMER HARBOR, AK
KAKTOVIK BEACH EROSION STUDY, AK
KETCHIKAN HARBOR, AK 50
KLAWOCK HARBOR, AK
KNIK BRIDGE CROSSING, AK
KOTZEBUE SMALL BOAT HARBOR, AK 50
LITTLE DIOMEDE HARBOR, AK 50
MATANUSKA, AK
MCGRATH BANK STABILIZATION, AK
MEKORYUK HARBOR, AK 50
PORT LIONS HARBOR, AK 100
REGIONAL PORT STUDY, AK
SAINT GEORGE NAVIGATION IMPROVEMETS, AK ......ovverrverirrerirerirens 50
SKAGWAY, AK
UNALAKLEET HARBOR, AK 50
UNALASKA HARBOR, AK 150
VALDEZ HARBOR EXPANSION, AK 50
WHITTIER BREAKWATER, AK 50
AMERICAN SOMOA
TUTUILA HARBOR, AS A6 | e A6 | i
ARIZONA
AGUA FRIA RIVER, AZ 150 150
CANADA DEL ORO WASH, AZ 100 100
NAVAJO NATION, AZ, NM AND UT 130 130
PIMA COUNTY, AZ 300 300
RILLITO RIVER, PIMA COUNTY, AZ 300 300
RIO SALADO OESTE, SALT RIVER, AZ 250 250
SANTA CRUZ RIVER, GRANT RD TO FT LOWELL RD, AZ 100 100
SANTA CRUZ RIVER, PASEQ DE LAS IGLESIAS, AZ ... 152 152
VA SHLY-AY AKIMEL SALT RIVER RESTORATION PROJ 370 370
ARKANSAS
ARKANSAS RIVER LEVEES, AR
ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION STUDY, AR AND 0K .....c.covveerrerriiniinnae LO70 | oo 1,270
HOT SPRINGS CREEK, AR 32

MAY BRANCH, FORT SMITH, AR
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Project title

Invteig}]iéga- Planning In\/ﬁg}]isga- Planning
NORTH LITTLE ROCK, DARK HOLLOW, AR 200
PINE MOUNTAIN DAM, AR 300
RED RIVER NAVIGATION, SWAR, AR AND LA 150
WHITE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, AR AND MO ......cccoovvvrmrrrnrinnne 300 | cs 500 | v
WHITE RIVER MINIMUM FLOWS, AR 100
WHITE RIVER NAVIGATION, AR 100
CALIFORNIA

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MINI-RAISE), CA ..cvvovvs | v 4,000
ALISO CREEK MAINSTEM, CA 150 150
ARANA GULCH WATERSHED, CA 100 100
ARROYO SECO WATERSHED RESTORATION, CA ..... 150 150
BALLONA CREEK ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA ...... 150 150
BOLINAS LAGOON, CA 200
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA 141 ] e, 141
COAST OF CALIFORNIA, (STORM AND TIDAL), CA 700
COYOTE DAM, CA 100 | oo 100
DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA 200
GRAYSON AND MURDERER’S CREEKS, CA ..o 400 | e 400
HUMBOLDT BAY LONG TERM SHOAL MANAGEMENT, CA 100
CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CA 300
LA RIVER WATERCOURSE, HEADWORKS AREA, CA 250 250
LA RIVER WATERCOURSE, SAN JOSE CREEK, CA 100 100
LAGUNA DE SANTA ROSA, CA 150 150
LAKE ELSINORE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA ....coovvvrrierirens 50 50
LLAGAS CREEK, CA
LOWER CACHE CREEK, YOLO COUNTY, CA
LOWER MISSION CREEK, CA
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CA 150 150
MALIBU CREEK WATERSHED, CA 270 270
MARINA DEL REY AND BALLONA CREEK, CA 150 150
MATILIJA DAM, CA 300 731
MIDDLE CREEK, CA
MORRO BAY ESTUARY, CA 250 250
MUGU LAGOON, CA 150 150
N CA STREAMS, LOWER SACRAMENTO RVR RIPARIAN REVEGETATI ... 200 200
NAPA RIVER, SALT MARSH RESTORATION, CA ... 200 200
NAPA VALLEY WATERSHED MANAGEMENT, CA .. 150 150
NEWPORT BAY/SAN DIEGO CREEK WATERSHED, CA . 186 186
OCEAN BEACH, CA 100 100
ORANGE COUNTY SHORELINE, LOWER SANTA ANA RIVER WATERSH ... 100 100
ORANGE COUNTY, SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA ...covvvverrecreieceenns 150 150
PAJARO RIVER AT WATSONVILLE, CA
PAJARO RIVER BASIN STUDY, CA 100 100
PINE FLAT DAM, FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT, CA
POSO CREEK, CA 300 300
PRADO BASIN ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA ... 100 100
RUSSIAN RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 150 150
SACRAMENTO—SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, CA . 1,100 1,100
SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN COMPREHENSIVE BASIN STUDY, ..... 1,020 | oo | s
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CA 100 100
SAN CLEMENTE SHORELINE, CA 100 215
SAN DIEGO SHORELINE, CA
SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CA 420 420
SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA 100 100
SAN JACINTO RIVER, CA 100 100
SAN JOAQUIN RB, W STANISLAUS, DEL PUERTO AND SALADO CREE ... 50 50
SAN JOAQUIN RB, WEST STANISLAUS COUNTY, ORESTIMBA CREE ...... 300 | ces 300 | cs
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, CONSUMNES AND MOKELUMNE

RIVERS, 200 | s 200 | s
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteigaléga- Planning In\/ﬁgalsga- Planning

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, FRAZIER CREEK, CA 100 100
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, TUOLUMNE RIVER, CA 350 350
SAN JUAN CREEK, SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY, CA 100 100
SAN PABLO BAY WATERSHED, CA 200 200
SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 200 200
SANTA CLARA RIVER, CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA 150 150
SANTA ROSA CREEK WATERSHED, CA 120 120
SOLANA-ENCINITAS SHORELINE FEASIBILITY STUDY, CA 400
SONOMA CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, CA 150 150
STRONG AND CHICKEN RANCH SLOUGHS, CA ......cccovveerrmirirerireceneeens 50 50
SUTTER COUNTY, CA 200 200
TAHOE BASIN, CA AND NV 1,000 1,000
TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY, CA 100 100
UPPER GUADALUPE RIVER,CA

UPPER PENITENCIA CREEK, CA 460 460
UPPER SANTA ANA RIVER WATERSHED, CA 150 150
VENTURA AND SANTA BARBARA COUNTY SHORELINE, CA 100 100
VENTURA HARBOR SAND BYPASS, CA 121 | s 121
WESTMINSTER, COYOTE AND CARBON CANYON CREEK WATER-

SHEDS 150 150
WESTMINSTER, EAST GARDEN GROVE, CA ....cooovierierireieceeeienis 100 100
WHITE RIVER AND DEER CREEK, CA 100 100
WHITEWATER RIVER BASIN, CA
WILDCAT AND SAN PABLO CREEKS, CA 100 | v, 100 | s

COLORADO
CHATFIELD, CHERRY CREEK AND BEAR CREEK RESERVOIRS, CO ....... 260 260
FOUNTAIN CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, CO ....oooovverircrierirns . 350 . 350
ZUNI AND SUN VALLEY REACHES, SOUTH PLATTE RIVER, CO ...ccccoovee | v 186 | cvvreerins 186
COMMONWEALTH OF NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS
ROTA HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 102 102
TINIAN HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 102 102
DELAWARE
DELAWARE COAST, CAPE HENLOPEN TO FENWICK ISLAND, DE .....cccc. | woovevrrireninnns 214 |
CHRISTINA RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, DE 100
FLORIDA
HILLSBOROUGH RIVER, FL 340 340
LAKE WORTH INLET, PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL ...coovvieiveiireiirerirens 370 370
LIDO BAY, SARASOTA COUNTY, FL
LITTLE TALBOT ISLAND, FL
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL
ST. JOHNS COUNTY. FL 100
ST. PETERSBURG HARBOR, FL
WALTON COUNTY BEACH AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORE, FL ..ccoooves | o 300
WITHLACOOCHEE RIVER, FL 340 340
GEORGIA
ALLATOONA LAKE, GA 150 150
ARABIA MOUNTAIN, GA 150 150
AUGUSTA, GA 300 300
INDIAN, SUGAR, ENTRENCHMENT AND FEDERAL PRISON CREEKS, ...... 175 175
LONG ISLAND, MARSH AND JOHNS CREEKS, GA .....ccccovvrvmrvrreriecireeens 150 150
SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION,GA
SAVANNAH HARBOR ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, GA ..o 150 | i 150
SAVANNAH HARBOR SEDIMENT CONTROL WORKS, GA AND SC ........... 100 100
SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, GA AND SC . 200 200
UTOY, SANDY AND PROCTOR CREEKS, GA 100 100
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteig}]iéga- Planning In\/ﬁg}]isga- Planning
HAWAII
ALA WAI CANAL, OAHU, HI 100 100
BARBERS POINT HARBOR MODIFICATION, OAHU, HI ...ccooereiiiens 100 100
KAHUKU, HI 100 100
KAWAIHAE DEEP DRAFT HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, HAWAIL, HI ............ 100 150
KIHEI AREA EROSION, HI 100 100
NAWILIWILI HARBOR MODIFICATION, KAUAL HI ....ooovceirns 100 100
WAIKIKI EROSION CONTROL, HI
WAILUPE STREAM FLOOD CONTROL STUDY, HI
GUAM
HAGATNA RIVER, GUAM 100 | ceis
IDAHO
BOISE RIVER, BOISE, ID 110 110 | s
LITTLE WOOD RIVER, GOODING, ID 100 100 100
ILLINOIS
ALEXANDER AND PULASKI COUNTIES, IL .ot 103
DES PLAINES RIVER, IL (PHASE 1) 278
ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION, IL 504
ILLINOIS RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, IL .. 148
PEORIA RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT, IL
ROCK RIVER, IL AND WI 48
UPPER MISS AND ILLINOIS NAV STUDY, IL, IA, MN, MO AND WI ......... 3,216
UPPER MISS RVR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, IL, IA, MO, MN AND WI ... 494
WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL
WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL
INDIANA
INDIANA HARBOR, IN 150
JOHN T. MYERS LOCK AND DAM, IN AND KY
IOWA
DAVENPORT, 1A
DES MOINES AND RACCOON RIVERS, IA ..o 565
FORT DODGE, IA 23
LOWER DES MOINES RIVER, IA AND MO .....oovverrereerrrereceeseeecreneenns 50
KANSAS
BRUSH CREEK BASIN STUDY, KS AND MO
TOPEKA, KS 125
TURKEY CREEK BASIN, KS AND MO
UPPER TURKEY CREEK, KS 229
WALNUT AND WHITEWATER RIVER WATERSHEDS, KS ......cccoovviriirir 160
KENTUCKY
GREENUP LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, KY AND OH
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, JEFFERSON COUNTY, KY ... 200
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, MILL CREEK BASIN, KY 176
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, SOUTHWEST, KY .......... 225
OHIO RIVER MAIN STEM SYSTEMS STUDY, KY, IL, IN, PA, WV ............ 1,350
DEWEY LAKE WATER REALLOCATION, KY
LOUISIANA
AMITE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA ......... 50
AMITE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BAYOU MANCHAC, LA .....ccccovvvirennne 100
ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND BLACK, L ..... 150

BAYOU SORREL LOCK, LA
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Project title

Invteig}]iéga- Planning In\/ﬁg}]isga- Planning
BOSSIER PARISH LEVEE AND FLOOD CONTROL, LA 100
CALCASIEU LOCK, LA 100 100
CALCASIEU RIVER BASIN, LA 50 50
CALCASIEU RIVER PASS SHIP CHANNEL ENLARGEMENT, LA 200
GIWW ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 100 100
HURRICANE PROTECTION, LA 100 100
JEFFORSON PARISH, LA
LAFAYETTE PARISH, LA 645 | s
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA ......ccccoonvee. 848 | 1,900
ORLEANS PARISH, LA
PLAQUEMINES PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA ....ovirveoereereeenne 100 100
PORT OF IBERIA, LA 150 1,150
ST. BERNARD PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA . 100 100
ST. CHARLES PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA 100 100
ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST PARISH, LA 100 300
WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH, LA
WEST SHORE-LAKE PONTCHARTAIN, LA
MAINE

SEARSPORT HARBOR, ME 100 | v

MARYLAND
ANACOSTIA RIVER, PG COUNTY LEVEE, MD AND DC .....ccooovvrverrrrirnane 194
BALTIMORE METRO, GWYNN FALLS, MD
CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE EROSION, MD, VA AND DE 200
EASTERN SHORE, MID CHESAPEAKE BAY ISLAND, MD 351
LOWER POTOMAC ESTUARY WATERSHED, ST MARY’S, MD ................. 200
MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN, MD 100

MASSACHUSETTS

BLACKSTONE RIVER WATERSHED RESTORATION, MA AND RI 50
BOSTON HARBOR (45-FOOT CHANNEL), MA .......ccevvrrrinnc 500
COASTAL MASSACHUSETTS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, MA .. 170
SOMERSET AND SEARSBURG DAMS, MA AND VT

MICHIGAN
GREAT LAKES NAV SYST STUDY, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA ............. 740
DETRIOT RIVER MASTERPLAN, MI
DETRIOT RIVER SEAWALLS, MI
LANSING, MI
ROUGE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, MI
ROUGE RIVER SUPP PLAN, Mi

MINNESOTA
MINNEHAHA CREEK WATERSHED, UMR LAKE ITASCA TO L&D 2, M ... 250
RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, MN, ND, SD AND MANITOBA, C ... 1,200
SOUTH WASHINGTON CTY WATERSHED, UMR LAKE ITASCA TO L&D ... 250

MISSISSIPPI
GULFPORT AND HARRISON COUNTY WATERSHED STUDY, MS ... 100
HANCOCK COUNTY SEAWALL RESTORATION, MS 150
PEARL RIVER WATERSHED, MS 400

MISSOURI
CHESTERFIELD, MO
JORDAN CREEK, MO
KANSAS CITYS, MO AND KS 316
MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, UNITS L455 AND R460-471, MO ... 150
RIVER DES PERES,M0
SPRINGFIELD, MO 230
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteigaléga- Planning In\/ﬁgalsga- Planning

ST. LOUIS FLOOD PROTECTION, MO
ST. LOUIS HARBOR, MO
SWOPE PARK INDUSTRIAL AREA, KANSAS CITY, MO
ST. LOUIS MISSISSIPPI RIVERFRONT, MO AND IL ..o 151 151
WEARS CREEK, JEFFERSON CITY, MO 100 100

MONTANA
YELLOWSTONE RIVER CORRIDOR, MT 209 209

NEBRASKA
LOWER PLATTE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NE ......ccccomvrverrrrerrrrrirnreenns 191 | e 191 | e
SAND CREEK WATERSHED, WAHOO, NE 546 | e 546
WESTERN SARPY AND CLEAR CREEK, NE 318 | s 318

NEVADA
LAS VEGAS WASH, NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV ... 50 50
LOWER LAS VEGAS WASH WETLANDS, NV . 50 50
TRUCKEE MEADOWS, NV
WALKER RIVER BASIN, NV 100 | v, 100 | s
NEW HAMPSHIRE

CONNECTICUT RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NH AND VT ............ 115 115
MERRIMACK RIVER BASIN, NH 400 400
PORTSMOUTH HARBOR AND PISCATAQUA TURNING BASIN, NH ....ccccee | v 100

NEW JERSEY
BARNEGAT BAY ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NJ
DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, NJ, NY, DE AND PA ......... 50 50
GOFFLE BROOK, BOROUGH OF HAWTHORNE, NJ .....coovoervriciirerirens 25 100
GREAT EGG INLET TO TOWNSEND INLET, NJ .ovoivveeveeiimniveiveriseicns | v | 939 | e
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS, NJ ....... 100 100
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, LOWER PASSAIC RIVER, NJ ................. 25 25
MANASQUAN INLET TO BARNEGAT INLE, NJ
MID-DELAWARE BASIN COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, NJ 100
NJIWW ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NJ
NEW JERSEY SHORE PROTECTION, HEREFORD TO CAPE MAY INLE ..... 100 100
NEW JERSEY SHORELINE ALTERNATIVE LONG-TERM NOURISHMENT ... 100 100
LOWER PASSAIC RIVER NJ ENVIRO REST, NJ wooooveerreereceeeeceeeceenns 25 100
PASSAIC RIVER, HARRISON, NJ
PECKMAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 200 200
RAHWAY RIVER BASIN, NJ 150 150
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, HIGHLANDS, NJ . 200 200
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, KEYPORT, NJ . 200 200
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, LEONARDO, NJ .. 150 150
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK, PORT MONMOUTH, NJ
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK UNION BEACH, NJ
SHREWSBURY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ ... 150 | s 150
SOUTH RIVER, RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NJ
STONY BROOK, MILLSTONE RIVER BASIN, NJ ... 200 200
UPPER PASSAIC RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ
UPPER ROCKAWAY RIVER, NJ 441 441
WOODBRIDGE RIVER BASIN, NJ 150 200

NEW MEXICO
EAST MESA, LAS CRUCES, NM 130 | ceis
ESPANOLA VALLEY, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES, NM .................... 50 510 20
MIDDLE RIO GRANDE BOSQUE, NM 225 300 | crreeeens
RIO GRANDE BASIN, NM, CO AND TX 125 125
SANTA FE, NM 225 300

SW VALLEY FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTIONS STUDY, NM
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Project title

l""ﬁ;yfa’ Planning Invgzyga— Planning

NEW YORK
BRONX RIVER BASIN, NY 50 50
BUFFALO RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, NY ....ccovvrvvrvrerercirnens 52 52
FLUSHING BAY CREEK, NY
FREEPORT CREEK, VILLAGE OF FREEPORT, NY 25 25
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, GOWANUS CANAL, NY AND NJ 255 255
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, NY AND NJ ... 685 785
HUDSON RIVER HABITAT RESTORATION, NY .. 25
JAMAICA BAY, MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEACH, NY .. 147
LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY 85
NEW YORK HARBOR ANCHORAGE AREAS, NY
NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, ASHAROKEN, NY ... 134
NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, BAYVILLE, NY 170
ONONDAGA LAKE, NY 307
SAW MILL RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NY ... 50
SOUTH SHORE OF STATEN ISLAND, NY 250
UPPER DELAWARE RIVER WATERSHED, NY ....ooveiieirrierieceirerieeenenens 50
UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN ENVIRON RESTORATION, NY ....... 200

NORTH CAROLINA
BOGUE BANKS, NC 400
CURRITUCK SOUND, NC 150
DARE COUNTY BEACHES, HATTERAS AND OCRACOKE ISLANDS, NC ... 150
MANTEQ (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC
NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NC 100
SURF CITY AND NORTH TOPSAIL BEACH, NC ......cccovvrerrirnrirrerierireens 200
TAR RIVER BASIN, NC 100
OHIO

ASHTABULA RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OH
COLUMBUS METROPOLITAN AREA, OH 365
DUCK CREEK WATERSHED, OH
HOCKING RIVER BASIN ENV RESTORATION, MONDAY CREEK, OH ....... 40
MAHONING RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OH AND PA .............. 450
MUSKINGUM BASIN SYSTEM STUDY, OH 357
WESTERN LAKE ERIE BASIN, OH, IN AND MI . 130
WHEELING CREEK, OH

OKLAHOMA
MIAMI AND VICINITY, 0K 231
GRAND LAKE COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, OK
MOUNTAIN FORK RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, 0K
OOLOGAH LAKE WATERSHED, OK AND KS ......coooiiireieiieeirerienireens 259
SOUTHEAST OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCE STUDY, 0K ....ccccovverernncn. 50
SPAVINAW CREEK, 0K
WASHITA RIVER BASIN, 0K
WISTER LAKE WATERSHED, 0K

OREGON
AMAZON CREEK, OR 250 250
EUGENE-SPRINGFIELD WATERWAYS AND FERN RIDGE DAM, OR ..ccccc. | v 200
LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR AND WA ..... 250 250
TILLAMOOK BAY AND ESTUARY ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR .......... 43 43
WALLA WALLA RIVER WATERSHED, OR AND WA ......oveereerreererees 439 500
WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN REVIEW, OR 9 94
WILLAMETTE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OR ... 313 313
WILLAMETTE RIVER FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, OR . 210 210

PENNSYLVANIA

CHRISTINA RIVER WATERSHED, PA, DE AND MD ..o 50 1 e 50 1 e
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate Committee recommendation
Project title : )
: Invteigaléga- Planning In\/ﬁgalsga- Planning
EMS, DASH AND MONT & DAMS UPPER OH RIVER NAV, PA 800
SCHUYKILL ESTUARINE RIVER BASIN, PA 250
SCHUYLKILL RIVER, WISSAHICKON, PA 50 | s 50
UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN, PA (PHASE 1) w..ovvvevirriierirns 180 | v 180 | v
RHODE ISLAND
RHODE ISLAND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, Rl ....cocomeriveeircririiineens 20 [ s 20 [ s
SOUTH CAROLINA
ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, SC ....eeoreeerereereeeerseessseneennns 430 430
BROAD RIVER BASIN, SC 100 100
EDISTO ISLAND, SC 100
PAWLEYS ISLAND, SC
REEDY RIVER, SC 170 170
SANTEE DELTA ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, SC ....vvvvrvrrirrirens 75 75
WACCAMAW RIVER, SC 50 50
SOUTH DAKOTA
JAMES RIVER, SD AND ND 150 | s 500 | oo
WATERTOWN AND VICINITY, SD 473
TENNESSEE
DAVIDSON COUNTY, TN 23 | 300 | e
TEXAS
BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES (MAINSTEM), TX 500
BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES, WHITE OAK BAYOU, TX .............. 100 | oo 100
CEDAR BAYOU, TX
COLONIAS-LWR RIO ALONG TX AND MEXICO BORDER, TX
CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TX
FREEPORT HARBOR, TX 250 250
FREEPORT HURRICANE PROTECTION LEVEE, TX ..o 200 200
GIWW MODIFICATIONS, TX 350 350
GIWW, BRAZOS RIVER TO PORT 0’CONNOR, TX 361 361
GIWW, HIGH ISLAND TO BRAZOS RIVER REALIGNMENTS, TX . 200 200
GIWW, HIGH ISLAND TO BRAZOS RIVER, TX
GIWW, MATAGORDA BAY, TX
GIWW, PORT O’CONNOR TO CORPUS CHRISTI BAY, TX ...ovevivveereceenne 400 | s 200 | e
GREENS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX ...cccvveerrreeeircneresiscnnesisnsnenesisssnenne. | wvvvvsennninens | T | i
GUADALUPE AND SAN ANTONIO RIVER BASINS, TX ... 150 150
LOWER COLORADO RIVER BASIN, TX 600 1,600
MIDDLE BRAZOS RIVER, TX 50 250
MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL (PORT LAVACA), TX 500
NORTHWEST EL PASO, TX 300 | cns 300
NUECES RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, TX 100 | v, 100 | cis
RAYMONDVILLE DRAIN, TX 800
RESACAS AT BROWNSVILLE, TX 300 | cs 300 | v
RIVERSIDE OXBOW, UPPER TRINITY BASIN, FT WORTH, TX ...oooovivcrne | e 350 | s 350
SABINE—NECHES WATERWAY, TX 300 350
SABINE PASS TO GALVESTON BAY, TX 450 450
SOUTH MAIN CHANNEL, TX
SPARKS ARROYO COLONIA, EL PASO COUNTY, TX 235 235
SULPHUR RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, TX ... 50 50
TEXAS CITY CHANNEL, TX
TRI-COUNTY FLOOD STUDY, SAN ANTONIO RIVER, TX ..o 100 100
UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX 400 600
UTAH
PARK CITY WATER SUPPLY, UT 500
PROVO AND VICINITY, UT 100 1 o 100
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteigaléga- Planning In\/ﬁgalsga- Planning
VIRGINIA
AIWW, BRIDGES AT DEEP CREEK, VA 694 | s 1,184
ELIZABETH RIVER BASIN, ENV RESTORATION, VA (PHASE II) .............. 200 | s 200 | s
ELIZABETH RIVER, HAMPTON ROADS, VA 75 | s 75
FOURMILE RUN, VA 150 | s 150
JAMES RIVER CHANNEL, VA
JOHN H KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA AND NC (SECTION 216) ...... 250 250
LYNNHAVEN RIVER BASIN, VA 300 300
NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS, CRANEY ISLAND, VA ......cccoovvvenn. 56 56
POWELL RIVER WATERSHED, VA 197 197
WASHINGTON
CENTRALIA, WA
CHEHALIS RIVER BASIN, WA 310 | e 310
DUWAMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, WA
ELLIOT BAY SEAWALL, WA 500
LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, WA 446 446
PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE MARINE HABITAT RESTORATION, WA ....... 350 350
SKAGIT RIVER, WA 350 500
STILLAGUAMISH RIVER BASIN, WA
WHITE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL AND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, W .... 250 | s 250 | v
WEST VIRGINIA
LITTLE KANAWHA RIVER, WV 65 65
NEW RIVER BASIN, WV, NC AND VA 130 130
WISCONSIN
BARABOO RIVER, WI 500 500
FOX RIVER, WI 100 100
MISCELLANEOUS

COASTAL FIELD DATA COLLECTION 2,500 | oo 2,500 | oo
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA STUDIES 100 100
EX POST FACTO NATIONAL STUDY 2,000 2,000
FLOOD DAMAGE DATA 300 300
FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES 7,500 7,500
HYDROLOGIC STUDIES 400 400
INDEPENDENT REVIEW NATIONAL STUDY ...ouivorereerereneeneeraenseeinens 3,000 3,000
INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES 400 400
NATIONAL SHORELINE 500 500
OTHER COORDINATION PROGRAMS 4,850 4,850
PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES 6,000 6,340
PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE) .........cccocon..... 300 300
REMOTE SENSING/GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT ....... 200 200
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 22,000 22,500
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS 100 100
STREAM GAGING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY) 500 500
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 500 500
TRI-SERVICE CADD/GIS TECHNOLOGY CENTER 450 450
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE —20,400 —140,428

TOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS ...ceooeeereeerreeerseeessereenns 89,989 10,011 99,181 32,519

Akutan Harbor, AK.—The Committee recommendation includes

an additional $200,000 for planning, engineering, and design.

Barrow Coastal Storm Damage Reduction, AK.—The Committee
recommendation provides optimum funding to continue the critical
Barrow Storm Damage Reduction project in Alaska.
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Haines Harbor, AK.—The Committee recommendation includes
an additional $200,000 for planning, engineering, and design.

Port Lions Harbor, AK—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes necessary funding for preconstruction, engineering, and de-
sign work for the Port Lions Harbor, Alaska project.

Arkansas River Navigation Study, AR & OK.—The Committee
has provided funding for the completion of the Phase I Report and
for the continuation of Phase II of the feasibility study. In addition,
the funds provided advance the completion of this needed study.

May Branch, Ft. Smith, AR.—The Committee has provided fund-
ing for the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of the
project.

North Little Rock, Dark Hollow, AR.—The Committee has in-
cluded follow-on funding of this ongoing study for the
preconstruction, engineering, and design phase.

Pine Mountain Dam, AR.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes funding for the continuation of the General Reevaluation Re-
port, the Environmental Impact Statement, and plans and speci-
fications for the Pine Mountain Dam, AR project.

American River Watershed, CA.—The Committee has provided
$4,000,000 for continuing analyses on the American River Water-
shed Long-Term Study. The Congress has methodically authorized
and funded improvements in the Sacramento region to reduce
flooding and these efforts should continue without further delay.
The Committee believes it is time to provide Sacramento with
much needed and deserved flood protection. Further the Committee
believes that it is inexcusable to allow tens of thousands of citizens
in the Sacramento, California region to remain in jeopardy from
catastrophic flooding while narrow interest groups continue to de-
bate competing flood control proposals. The Committee strongly
urges these competing groups to resolve their differences before an-
other flood event strikes the area, potentially resulting in cata-
strophic losses.

Bolinas Lagoon, CA.—The Committee has included funding for
the Corps to complete the reformulated feasibility phase of the
project.

Coast of California Storm and Tidal, CA.—The Committee has
included funding for field data collection, beach transect, wage gage
deployment and analysis of coastal processes.

Humboldt Bay Long Term Shoal Management, CA.—The Com-
mittee has included a $100,000 for the initiation of a reconnais-
sance study to evaluate long-term solutions to shoaling in this Fed-
eral channel.

City of Inglewood, CA.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $300,000 for the Corps to continue to provide the City of
Inglewood technical assistance.

Solana-Encinitas Shore Projection, CA.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $400,000 for this study which was not in-
cluded in the President’s budget request.

Tahoe Basin, CA & NV.—The Committee has included additional
funds to initiate the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase
of the project.



19

Zuni and Sun Valley Reaches, South Platte River, CO.—The
Committee has fully funded the administration’s request for this
project.

St. Johns County Shore Protection, FL.—The Committee has pro-
vided $100,000 for the continuing study of this project.

Walton County Shore Protection, FL.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $300,000 for the continued study of the Wal-
ton County Shore Protection project.

Savannah Harbor Deepening, GA.—The Committee has provided
$615,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of
this project.

Waikiki Shore Projection, HI.—The Committee has provided
$250,000 in the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of
this project.

Wailupe Stream Flood Control Study, HI.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $300,000 for the planning, engineering, and
design phase of the Wailupe study.

Des Plaines River, IL (Phase II).—The Committee has included
$500,000 to advance the hydraulic and economic damage modeling,
development of environmental modeling, and formulation of alter-
native solutions.

Illinois River Ecosystem Restoration, IL.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $200,000 for the preparation and review of
the draft Comprehensive Plan.

Upper Mississippi and Illinois Navigation Study, IL, IA, MN,
MO, & WI.—The Committee has provided an additional $1,000,000
above the administration’s request for this critical study.

Upper Mississippi River Comprehensive Plan, IL, IA, MO, MN, &
WI.—The Committee has included $2,600,000 for this study, for de-
velopment of an integrated strategy and plan for systematic flood
protection and flood damage reduction in the Upper Mississippi
River Watershed.

John T. Myers Locks Improvements, IN.—The Committee has in-
cluded $2,000,000 to continue the preconstruction, engineering, and
design phase of this necessary lock replacement.

Davenport, IA.—The Committee has included the administra-
tion’s request for the Davenport, Iowa flood control study. The
Committee is pleased that the City of Davenport has decided to
embrace a flood damage reduction project, particularly after three
significant flood events in the last 10 years.

Fort Dodge, IA.—The Committee recommendation includes
$217,000 for the Fort Dodge study.

Brush Creek Basin Study, KS & MO.—The Committee has pro-
vided $100,000 to initiate a reconnaissance study to examine the
full range of structural and nonstructural measures to reduce re-
curring flooding in the basin.

Turkey Creek Basin, KS & MO.—The Committee has provided
$205,000, the administration’s request, for this project.

Greenup Locks and Dam, Ohio River, KY & OH.—The Com-
mittee has provided $2,895,000, the administration’s full request
for this project.

Atchafalaya River and Bayous Chene, Boeuf and Black, LA.—The
Committee recommendation includes an additional $1,000,000 to
advance this study.
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Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration, LA.—The Com-
mittee has included $1,900,000 for this study which allows for the
initiation of project implementation reports. The Committee re-
mains very concerned about the progress of this study and that the
Corps may not be maintaining the rigor required for such a study,
as 1s its tradition. Therefore, the Committee directs the Corps to
provide a report no later than 60 days after the enactment of this
Act, on the study’s progress and how it plans to refocus this critical
effort.

Port of Iberia, LA.—The Committee recommendation includes an
additional $1,000,000 for this project.

West Shore, Lake Pontchartrain, LA.—The Committee has in-
cluded $400,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and design
phase of this project, an on-going study which the administration
did not include in its budget request.

Baltimore Metro, Gwynn Falls, MD.—The Committee has in-
cluded $500,000 for preconstruction, engineering, and design work
related to this project.

Chesapeake Bay Shoreline Erosion, MD, VA & DE.—The Com-
mittee recommendation includes $500,000 for this study, which is
$300,000 above the budget request.

Eastern Shore, Mid-Chesapeake Bay Island, MD.—The Com-
mittee has included an additional $149,000 for this study.

Great Lakes Navigation System Study, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH,
PA & WI.—The Committee recommendation includes $1,000,000 to
continue the work on the supplement to the reconnaissance report
for determination of the Federal interest.

Detroit River Masterplan, MI.—The Committee recommendation
includes $100,000 to initiate feasibility.

Detroit River Seawalls, MI.—The Committee has included
$200,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of
this project.

Pearl River Watershed, MS.—The Committee has included
$660,000 for the continuation of the feasibility study. The Com-
mittee expects the Corps of Engineers to investigate all potentially
feasible alternatives, including plans similar to the plan currently
referred to as LeFleur Lakes Flood Control Project.

Kansas Citys, MO & KS.—The Committee has included $650,000
for the continuation of this feasibility study.

Missouri River Levee System, Units L455 & R460-471, MO &
KS.—The Committee recommendation includes $150,000 for con-
tinuation of the feasibility study.

Springfield, MO.—The Committee has included an additional
$100,000 for the Springfield feasibility study.

St. Louis Harbor, MO.—The Committee has included $100,000
for the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of this ongo-
ing project which was not included in the budget request.

Swope Industrial Park, MO.—The Committee recommendation
includes $500,000 to complete the design phase of this project
which was not included in the budget request.

Missourt River Sedimentation, ND.—The Committee has pro-
vided $50,000 for this project. The Committee’s understands that
the Corps will use the funds provided along with previously appro-
priated funds to continue the required assessment study.
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Sand Creek Watershed, Wahoo, NE.—The Committee has in-
cluded $546,000 for the Sand Creek Watershed study, as requested
by the administration.

Western Sarpy and Clear Creek, NE.—The Committee has in-
cluded $318,000 for the Western Sarpy and Clear Creek project, as
requested by the administration.

Truckee Meadows, NV.—The Committee has included $2,115,000
for the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase of this
project which was not included in the budget request.

Portsmouth Harbor & Piscataqua River, Upper Turning Basin,
NH & ME.—The Committee has included $100,000 for the initi-
ation of a reconnaissance study to examine the viability of increas-
ing the size of the current turning basin.

Goffle Brook, Borough of Hawthorne, NJ.—The Committee has
included $75,000 above the budget request for this study.

Lower Passaic River, NJ—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes an additional $75,000 above the budget request for this
study.

Passaic River, New Jersey Environmental Restoration, NJ.—The
Committee understands that there exists some confusion regarding
this study and the Hudson Raritan Estuary-Lower Passaic River,
NJ study. The Passaic River, New Jersey Environmental Restora-
tion, in the past, has been referred to as the Lower Passaic, NJ
study and should be referred to by its name, Passaic River, New
Jersey Environmental Restoration. This study should not be con-
fused with the Hudson Raritan Estuary-Lower Passaic River, NdJ
study.

Upper Passaic River and Tributaries, NJ.—The Committee has
included $200,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and design
phase of this project, which was not included in the budget request.

East Mesa, Las Cruces, NM.—The Committee recommendation
includes funds for the completion of the reconnaissance phase of
the study and the initiation of the feasibility phase.

Southwest Valley Flood Damage Reduction Study, NM.—The
Committee has provided $250,000 for the preconstruction, engi-
neering, and design phase of this project which was not included
in the budget request.

Dare County Beaches, Hatteras and Ocracoke Islands, NC.—The
Committee has included $200,000 for this study. Additional funds
are to be used for geotechnical and economic investigations related
to this project.

Ashtabula River Environmental Dredging, OH.—The Committee
has included $640,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and de-
sign phase of this project.

Duck Creek Watershed, OH.—The Committee has included
$100,000 for the Duck Creek Watershed project which was not in-
cluded in the budget request.

Hocking River Basin Environmental Restoration, Monday Creek,
OH.—The Committee has included not only the $40,000 for the
completion of the feasibility phase of this study but also $200,000
for the initiation of the preconstruction, engineering, and design
phase of this project.

Mahoning River Environmental Dredging, OH & PA.—The Com-
mittee has included an additional $492,000 for the completion of
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the feasibility study and the initiation of preconstruction, engineer-
ing, and design phase.

Mountain Fork River Watershed, OK.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $100,000 for the continued feasibility study
for water storage options in the watershed that was not included
in the budget request.

Spavinaw Creek, OK.—The Committee has included $100,000 for
the continuation of this feasibility study which was not included in
the budget request.

Wister Lake Watershed, OK.—The Committee has included
$200,000 for the continuation of this feasibility study which was
not included in the budget request.

Tillamook Bay and Estuary Ecosystem Restoration, OR.—The
Committee has included funds for the completion of feasibility and
the initiation of the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase.

Walla Walla River Watershed, OR & WA.—The Committee has
included an additional $61,000 for this study.

Schuylkill River Estuarine Study, PA.—The Committee has in-
cluded $250,000 for the continuation of the feasibility study which
was not included in the budget request.

Upper Ohio River Navigation System Study, PA.—The Com-
mittee has included $800,000 for the continuation of this critical
study, which was not included in the budget request.

Edisto Island, SC.—The Committee has included $100,000 for
the initiation of a reconnaissance study to examine erosion prob-
lems of portions of Edisto Island.

Pawley’s Island, SC.—The Committee has included $125,000 for
the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase for this ongoing
project, which was not included in the budget request.

James River, SD & ND.—The Committee included $500,000 for
the continuation of the feasibility study for the James River
project.

Davidson County, TN.—The Committee has included $300,000
for the continuation of this feasibility study.

Lower Colorado River Basin, TX.—The Committee has included
an gdditional $1,000,000 for the initiation of two additional interim
studies.

Matagorda Ship Channel, TX—The Committee has funded
$500,000 of the preconstruction, engineering, and design portion of
the study, which was not included in the administration’s request.

Middle Brazos River, TX.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes an additional $250,000 for the acceleration of the schedule
for the System Assessment Interim Feasibility Study.

Sabine-Neches Waterway, TX.—The Committee has included ad-
ditional funding to continue work on the Environmental Impact
Statement for the Sabine-Neches Waterway study.

Texas City Channel, TX.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $1,500,000 for the preconstruction, engineering, and design
phase of this study, which was not included in the budget request.

Upper Trinity River Basin, TX.—The Committee has included an
additional $200,000 for this regional flood control study.

Park City Water Supply Infrastructure, UT.—The Committee has
included $500,000 for the continuation of this feasibility study
which was not included in the budget request.
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Elliot Bay Seawall, WA.—The Committee has included $500,000
for the Elliot Bay Seawall project.

Coastal Field Data.—Within the funds provided, $500,000 is pro-
vided for the Southern California Beach Process Study, $500,000 is
provided for the Hurricane Evaluation Studies in the State of Ha-
waii and U.S. Territories.

Flood Plain Management Services.—Within the funds provided,
$200,000 is for the continuation of the foundational GIS system in
East Baton Rouge, LA and $200,000 is provided for the Corps to
assist the Pacific Islands in their response measures regarding hur-
ricanes and typhoons.

Planning Assistance to States.—Within the funds provided,
$40,000 is for the Urban Streambank Erosion Control, City of Lin-
coln, NE planning effort, $100,000 is for the Salt Marsh Habitat In-
ventory, RI effort to develop an inventory of degraded coastal habi-
tat sites, and $200,000 is provided for planning assistance to the
Riverfront Development Corporation, for the Memphis Riverfront
Development, TN project.

Salcha, AK.—The Committee is concerned about continued flood-
ing in the Salcha area that has forced repeated evacuation of
homes and businesses. The Corps is directed to provide assistance
to Salcha in developing a plan to address the flooding, in consulta-
tion with the Natural Resource Conservation Service and report
back to the Committee on Appropriations no later than Februrary
15, 2004.

Research and Development.—Within the funds provided for the
Corps of Engineers Research and Development Program,
$1,000,000 is provided for innovative technology demonstrations for
urban flooding and channel restoration. These demonstrations shall
be conducted in close coordination and cooperation with the Urban
Water Research Program of the Desert Research Institute of Ne-
vada. The Committee encourages the Corps of Engineers to con-
tinue its work in the area of Submerged Aquatic Vegetation or
“seagrasses” and restoration efforts in the Chesapeake Bay, MD.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Appropriations, 2008 .........ccccceeiiieiiieiieeieee et $1,744,598,000
Budget estimate, 2004 ..........cccceeeeieeeeiieeeiiees 1,350,000,000
Committee recommendation 1,538,000,000

This appropriation includes funds for construction, major reha-
bilitation and related activities for water resources development
projects having navigation, flood control, water supply, hydro-
electric, environmental restoration, and other attendant benefits to
the Nation. The construction and major rehabilitation projects for
inland and costal waterways will derive one-half of the funding
from the Inland Waterway Trust Fund. Funds to be derived from
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund will be applied to cover the
Federal share of the Dredged Material Disposal Facilities Program.

The appropriation provides funds for the Continuing Authorities
Program (projects which do not require specific authorizing legisla-
tion), which includes projects for flood control (Section 205), emer-
gency streambank and shoreline protection (Section 14), beach ero-
sion control (Section 103), mitigation of shore damages (Section
111), navigation projects (Section 107), snagging and clearing (Sec-
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tion 208), aquatic ecosystem restoration (Section 206), beneficial
uses of dredged material (Section 204), and project modifications
for improvement of the environment (Section 1135).

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are

shown on the following table:

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title Budget estimate rng%anga%Z%on
ALABAMA
MOBILE HARBOR, AL 2,003 2,003
WALTER F GEORGE POWERHOUSE AND DAM, AL AND GA (MAJOR REH ... 12,035 13,479
WALTER F GEORGE POWERPLANT, AL AND GA (MAJOR REHAB) 3,000 3,000
ALASKA
DILLINGHAM EMERGENCY BANK, AK 4,000
DILLINGHAM SMALL BOAK, AK 3,000
KAKE DAM, AK 4,000
NOME HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, AK 6,000 6,000
SAND POINT,AK 1,000
SEWARD, AK 1,000
SITKA, AK 1,000
ST PAUL HARBOR, AK 3,826 3,826
WRANGELL, AK 10,000
ARIZONA
RIO DE FLAG, FLAGSTAFF, AZ 3,500
RIO SALADO, PHOENIX AND TEMPE REACHES, AZ 11,600 11,600
TRES RIOS, AZ 7,000
TUSCON DRAINAGE AREA, AZ 5,000
ARKANSAS
MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR 3,300 3,300
MONTGOMERY POINT LOCK AND DAM, AR 20,000 27,000
OZARK-JETA TAYLOR (POWERHOUSE, MAJOR REHAB), AR 3,000
RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, AR, LA AND TX 750
RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK, AR AND LA 1,250
CALIFORNIA
AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MODIFICATIONS), C ....ovvvreveeeerneeeecireiiseinns 4,000 4,000
AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED, CA 4,000 4,000
GUADALUPE RIVER, CA 13,000 13,000
HAMILTON AIRFIELD WETLANDS RESTORATION, CA 2,000 3,000
HARBOR/SOUTH BAY WATER RECYCLING, CA 4,000
IMPERIAL BEACH,(IMPERIAL BEACH-SILVER STRAND BEACH) 200
KAWEAH RIVER, CA 8,400 8,400
MARYSVILLE/YUBA CITY LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA 500 500
MID-VALLEY AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA 500 500
NAPA RIVER, CA 7,500 10,000
OAKLAND HARBOR (50 FOOT PROJECT), CA 7,000 20,000
PETALUMA RIVER, CA 2,000
PORT OF LOS ANGELES, MAIN DEEPENING, CA
SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA 2,000
SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA 15,700
SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STREAMS, CA 2,100
STOCKTON METROPOLITIAN FLOOD CONTROL REIMBURSEMENT, CA .......coovveerrrerrreerrereenns 500
SUCCESS DAM, TULE RIVER, CA (DAM SAFETY) 1,000
TULE RIVER, CA 1,600
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA 1,000

DELAWARE
DELAWARE COAST FROM CAPE HENLOPEN TO FENWICK ISL, DE

DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, PORT MAHON, DE
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee

recommendation
DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES BEACH .......ccooommvvererrerrcrirereenns 2,008 2,008
DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION, DE 285 285
DELAWARE COAST, REHOBOTH BEACH TO DEWEY BEACH, DE .. 5,768 5,768
FLORIDA
CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL 2,000 2,000
CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL 112,498 90,000
EVERGLADES AND SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL ...ovvveieeiierirrenirecireeens 14,835 14,835
FLORIDA KEYS WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS, FL 1,000
HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FL (MAJOR REHAB) 1,000 1,000
JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL 2,000 2,000
JIM WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM POWERHOUSE, FL AND GA (MAJOR R ... 873 873
KISSIMMEE RIVER, FL 17,706 17,706
MIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FL 2,700 2,700
TAMPA HARBOR, FL 500
GEORGIA
BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GA 4,500 6,000
BUFORD POWERHOUSE, GA (MAJOR REHAB) 3,000 3,000
OATES CREEK, RICHMOND COUNTY, GA (DEF CORR) 500 500
RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA AND SC 4,328 8,178
THURMOND LAKE POWERHOUSE, GA AND SC (MAJOR REHAB) ......ccooivvvemreererrerserecrereinns 5,500 5,500
HAWAII
HAWAII WATER MANAGEMENT, HI 1,000
LAO STREAM FLOOD CONTROL, HI 175
KIKIAOLA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, KAUAI, HI 3,633 3,633
KAUMALAPAU HARBOR, LANAI, HI 2,500
MAALAEA HARBOR, MAUI, HI 191 191
ILLINOIS
CHAIN OF ROCKS CANAL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (DEF CORR) 2,300 2,300
CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAL DISPERSAL BARRIER, IL ..o 500 500
CHICAGO SHORELINE, IL 24,000 25,000
EAST ST LOUIS, IL 815 815
LOCK AND DAM 24, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL AND MO (MAJOR REH ......ccooorriirinrirriirerirens 13,000 17,000
LOVES PARK, IL 5,785 5,785
MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, IL 18,000 18,000
MELVIN PRICE LOCK AND DAM, IL AND MO 600 600
NUTWOOD LEVEE, IL 100
OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, IL AND KY 73,000 53,000
UPPER MISS RVR SYSTEM ENV MGMT PROGRAM, IL, 1A, MN, MO .....ovvvrrierrereciens 33,320 20,000
INDIANA
CITY OF INDIANAPOLIS, (ENVIRO INFRA.), IN 500
INDIANA HARBOR (CONFINED DISPOSAL FACILITY), IN 5,700 5,700
INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH), IN 2,600 2,600
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, IN 3,800 3,800
MISSISSINEWA LAKE, IN (MAJOR REHAB) 21,000 21,000
OHIO RIVER GREENWAY PUBLIC ACCESS, IN 1,000 1,000
IOWA
DES MOINES RECREATIONAL RIVER AND GREENBELT, 1A 500
LOCK AND DAM 11, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IA (MAJOR REHAB) 1,313 1,313
LOCK AND DAM 19, IA 750
MISSOURI RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION, IA, NE, K 22,000 22,000
MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, IA, NE, KS AND MO 7,000 13,600
PERRY CREEK, 1A 2,200 2,200
KANSAS
ARKANSAS CITY, KS 2,600 2,600
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee

recommendation
KENTUCKY
DEWEY LAKE, KY (DAM SAFETY) 1,946 1,946
KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAM, TENNESSEE RIVER, KY 24,866 34,866
MCALPINE LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, KY AND IN 26,100 40,000
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, BEARGRASS CREEK, KY 1,400 1,400
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, POND CREEK, KY 2,500 2,500
LOUISIANA
ASCENSION PARISH, LA 500
COMITE RIVER, LA 2,000 4,000
EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH, EI, LA 500
GRAND ISLE AND VICINITY, LA 200
INNER HARBOR NAVIGATION CANAL LOCK, LA 7,000 12,000
J BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA 13,700 15,000
LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY, LA (HURRICANE PROTECT .. 3,000 6,000
LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 461 161
LIVINGSTON PARISH, LA 500
MISSISSIPPI RIVER, GULF OUTLET, LA 200
MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF TO BATON ROUGE, L ....ovvvorieriieiierieiieciens 196 196
NEW ORLEANS TO VENICE, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 2,000 2,000
OUACHITA RIVER LEVEES, LA 1,000
SOUTHEAST LOUISIANA, LA 16,500 35,000
WEST BANK AND VICINITY, NEW ORLEANS, LA 35,000 28,500
MARYLAND
ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, MD 1,003 1,003
ATLANTIC COAST OF MARYLAND, MD 500 500
CHESAPEAKE BAY ENVIRO. RES. AND PROTECTION, MD AND VA 1,600
CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD AND VA 3,000 4,500
CUMBERLAND, MD 4,000
POPLAR ISLAND, MD 14,101 14,101
MASSACHUSETTS
CAPE COD CANAL RAILROAD BRIDGE, MA (MAJOR REHAB) 9,895 9,895
MUDDY RIVER, BROOKLINE AND BOSTON, MA 1,000
MICHIGAN
GENESSE COUNTY (ENVIRONMENTAL INFRA), MI 200
NEGAUNEE, MI 250
SAULT STE MARIE LOCK REPLACEMENT, MI 2,000
TWELVE TOWNS DRAIN RETENTION FACILITY, MI 388
MINNESOTA
BRECKENRIDGE, MN 1,000
CROOKSTON, MN 1,043 1,043
LOCK AND DAM 3, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MN (MAJOR REHAB) 600 600
UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MISSISSIPPI PLACE, ST PAUL, MN 250
MISSISSIPPI
DESOTO COUNTY, MS 10,955
GULFPORT HARBOR, MS 2,500
MISSISSIPPI ENVIRON INFRA, SEC. 592, MS 8,000
PASCAGOULA HARBOR, MS 2,989 2,989
MISSOURI
BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY, MO 2,000 2,500
BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO 6,000 10,000
BOIS BRULE LEVES, AND DRAINAGE, MO 500
MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VALLEY PARK LEVEE, MO 2,000 3,000
MISS RIVER BTWN THE OHIO AND MO RIVERS (REG WORKS), MO ......ccccovvvmrrrrmrirrrirerirenns 1,700 1,700
MISSOURI AND MIDDLE MISSISSIPPI RIVERS ENHANCEMENT, MO 3,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee

recommendation
STE GENEVIEVE, MO 150 150
TABLE ROCK LAKE, MO AND AR (DAM SAFETY) 5,000 5,500
MONTANA
FORT PECK FISK HATCHERY, MT 8,000
RURAL MONTANA, MT 3,000
NEBRASKA
ANTELOPE CREEK, NE 1,500
SAND CREEK WATERSHED, NE 500
WESTERN SARPY AND CLEAR CREEK, NE 500
MISSOURI NATIONAL RECREATIONAL RIVER, NE AND SD 1,000 1,000
WOOD RIVER, GRAND ISLAND, NE 1,082 1,082
NEVADA
RURAL NEVADA, NV 10,000
TROPICANA AND FLAMINGO WASHES, NV 23,300 26,300
NEW JERSEY
BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG INLET (ABSECON ISLAND), .. 1,000 1,000
BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG (BRIGANTINE ISLAND), NJ 500
CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, NJ 1,728 1,728
DELAWARE RIVER MAIN CHANNEL, NJ, PA AND DE 300 10,000
GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH, NJ 7,355 7,355
LOWER CAPE MAY MEADOWS, CAPE MAY POINT, NJ 1,841 2,500
PASSAIC RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT, NJ 500
PASSAIC RIVER PRESERVATION OF NATURAL STORAGE AREAS, N ... 1,000 500
PASSAIC RIVER STEAMBANK RESTORATION, (MINISH PARK), NJ 500
RAMAPO AND MAHWAH RIVERS, NJ 250
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, NJ 100 100
RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ 6,488 7,000
SANDY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET, NJ 3,000 3,000
TOWNSENDS INLET TO CAPE MAY INLET, NJ 9,200 10,000
NEW MEXICO
ACEQUIAS IRRIGATION SYSTEM, NM 1,800 2,500
ALAMOGORDO, NM 3,500 4,100
CENTRAL NEW MEXICO, NM 6,000
MIDDLE RIO GRANDE FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, NM 600
RIO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN ACACIA TO BOSQUE DEL APACHE, 600
NEW YORK
ATLANTIC COAST OF NYC, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NORTON POINT, .. 1,750 1,750
EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET AND JAMAICA BAY, . 1,250 1,250
FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET, NY 2,700 2,700
FIRE ISLAND INLET TO MONTAUK POINT, NY 3,800 3,800
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR, NY AND NJ 115,000 100,000
NORTH CAROLINA
BRUNSWICK COUNTY BEACHES, NC 2,040 2,040
CAROLINA BEACH AND VICINITY, NC 3,510 3,510
DARE COUNTY BEACHES, BODIE ISLAND, NC 1,000
WEST ONSLOW BEACH AND NEW RIVER (TOPSAIL BEACH), NC 200
WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC 9,650 20,000
NORTH DAKOTA
BUFORD-TRENTON IRRIGATION DISTRICT LAND ACQUISITION, 1,518 2,000
GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT, ND (MAJOR REHAB) 6,500 6,500
GRAFTON, PARK RIVER, ND 1,000
GRAND FORKS, ND-EAST GRAND FORKS, MN 23,496 37,000
MO RIVER RESTORATION, ND 50
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title Budget estimate recg;ﬁgmzimn
SHEYENNE RIVER, ND 3,367 3,367
OHIO
HOLES CREEK, WEST CARROLLTON, OH 2,000
METROPOLITAN REGION OF CINCINNATI, DUCK CREEK, OH 8,500 3,000
MILL CREEK, OH 3,900 1,000
WEST COLUMBUS, OH 1,800 500
OKLAHOMA
CANTON LAKE (DAM SAFETY), 0K 2,000
LAWTON, 0K 2,500
TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, OK (DAM SAFETY) 4,400 4,400
OREGON
BONNEVILLE POWERHOUSE PHASE I, OR AND WA (MAJOR REHAB) ......ccocimvverrreerreeereneenns 3,363 6,363
COLUMBIA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS, OR AND WA 5,000
COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY FISHING ACCESS SITES, OR AND WA ......oooireeermreiereeoseeesseneenns 2,900 2,900
ELK CREEK LAKE, OR 500 500
LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR AND WA ......ovoereeeeeeeeeceneenns 2,000 2,000
WILLAMETTE RIVER TEMPERATURE CONTROL, OR 10,000 10,000
PENNSYLVANIA
LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4, MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 35,000 35,000
PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA (PERMANENT) 600 600
SCHUYKILL RIVER PARK, PA 1,000
WYOMING VALLEY, PA (LEVEE RAISING) 10,021 10,021
PUERTO RICO
ARECIBO RIVER, PR 1,000 1,000
PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR 5,200 3,000
RIO DE LA PLATA, PR 1,100 1,100
RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PR 16,500 5,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC (DEEPENING AND WIDENING) 5,000 5,000
FOLLY BEACH, SC 200
LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SC 350
SOUTH DAKOTA
BIG SIOUX RIVER, SIOUX FALLS, SD 6,000 6,000
CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE, LOWER BRULE SIOUX, SD 2,800 9,000
MISSOURI RIVER RESTORATION, SD 500
PIERRE, SD 4,300 6,000
TENNESSEE
BLACK FOX, OAKLANDS AND MURFREE SPRINGS WETLANDS, TN 1,070
CUMBERLAND COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, TN 1,700
TEXAS
BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 4,700 6,000
CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TX 2,966 2,966
DALLAS FLOODWAY EXTENSION, TX 9,280
EL PASO, TX 2,800 2,800
HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, TX 18,726 40,000
JOHNSON CREEK, UPPER TRINITY BASIN, ARLINGTON, TX 2,200 2,200
NECHES RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES SALTWATER BARRIER, TX 4,108 4,108
NORTH PADRE ISLAND, PACKERY CHANNEL, TX 5,000
RED RIVER CHLORIDE CONTROL, TX AND 0K 2,000
SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 12,000 12,000
VERMONT
LAKE CHAMPLAIN WATERSHED INITIATIVE, VT 500
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee

recommendation
VIRGINIA
AIWW, BRIDGE AT GREAT BRIDGE, VA 9,706 9,706
EMBREY DAM, VA 3,000
JOHN H KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA AND NC (MAJOR REHAB) ......ccocoomremrrriiricriineenns 6,000 6,000
LAKE MERRIWEATHER, LITTLE CALFPASTURE, VA 3,000
NORFOLK CHANNEL HARBOR AND DEPENING,VA 4,000
ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA 2,000 2,000
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 2,294 2,294
WASHINGTON
CHIEF JOSEPH DAM GAS ABATEMENT, WA 900 3,000
COLUMBIA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, WA, OR AND ID 95,000 85,000
HOWARD HANSON DAM ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, WA 9,500 9,500
LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, WA, OR 2,000 2,000
MT ST HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 200 900
MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA (DAM SAFETY) 1,400 1,400
PUGET SOUND AND ADJACENT WATERS, WA 1,500
SHOALWATER BAY SHORELINE EROSION, WA 1,000
THE DALLES POWERHOUSE (UNITS 1-14), WA AND OR (MAJOR REH .....ccoovvivririiciririincis 250 500
WEST VIRGINIA
BLUESTONE LAKE, WV (DAM SAFETY) 2,600 4,300
GREENBRRIAR RIVER, WV 3,000
LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, WV, V' .....ooviiiiinrireiecieens 15,000 23,400
MARMET LOCK, KANAWHA RIVER, WV 52,154 65,200
ROBERT C BYRD LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, WV AND OH ....cccvvvueiriieiienineeiecireeens 2,500 2,500
WINFIELD LOCKS AND DAM, KANAWHA RIVER, WV 2,000 2,000
WYOMING
JACKSON HOLE, WY 500
MISCELLANEOUS

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION (SECTION 206) 10,000 15,000
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL PROGRAM 3,000 3,500
BENEFICIAL USES OF DREDGED MATERIAL 3,000 3,000
DAM SAFETY AND SEEPAGE/STABILITY CORRECTION PROGRAM .......ccouieviemerierirncrirecireeens 8,000 14,000
DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILITIES PROGRAM 7,000 7,000
EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION (SEC. 14) ..o 7,000 9,000
EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION 19,130 19,130
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205) 20,000 30,000
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD—BOARD EXPENSE 45 45
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD—CORPS EXPENSE 185 185
NAVIGATION MITIGATION PROJECT (SECTION 111) 500 1,500
NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SECTION 107) 6,000 9,000
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONME .........ccoooomivemrrrrerirneireeens 14,000 17,000
SHORELINE EROSION CONTROL DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATIO ......ovvvervnrvrriirerireens 6,000 6,000
SHORELINE PROTECTION PROJECTS (SECTION 103) 3,500 3,500
SNAGGING AND CLEARING PROJECT (SECTION 208) 500 500
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE — 116,095 — 241,730
TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION GENERAL 1,350,000 1,538,000

Sand Point, AK.—The Committee has included a provision di-
recting the Corps to proceed with construction of the Sand Point
Harbor in accordance with the Chief of Engineers Report.

Sitka Harbor, AK.—The Committee notes that in designing the
Sitka Harbor breakwater, the Corps failed to take into account the
severity of the wave activity. As a result, the breakwater has failed
to prevent wave action, particularly during stormy weather. There-
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fore, the project must be redesigned and modifications installed.
The Committee has included a provision to hold the City of Sitka
harmless for any additional cost sharing requirements that would
otherwise be mandated because of the Corps’ design deficiency.

Rio de Flag, Flagstaff, AZ—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $3,500,000 for the Rio de Flag project to continue construc-
tion.

Rio Salado, Phoenix and Tempe Reaches, AZ.—The Committee
recommendation includes the full budget request by the adminis-
tration. The Committee is pleased that this unique project is gain-
ing the attention and interest of the business community and the
environmental community alike.

Tres Rios, AZ.—The Committee has included $7,000,000 for this
project in fiscal year 2004, which was not included in the adminis-
tration’s budget request. The funds are for the continuation of this
project, including the flood control levee and design of the pump
stations for the wetlands.

Tuscon Drainage Area, AZ.—The Committee has included
$5,000,000 for this project, which was not included in the budget
request.

Montgomery Point Lock and Dam, AR & OK.—The Committee
has provided additional funds for the continued construction of this
project.

Ozark-Jeta Taylor (Powerhouse, Major Rehab), AR.—During cal-
endar year 2001, the Ozark-Jeta Taylor turbines were down 63 per-
cent of the time resulting in a revenues lost to the General Fund
of the Treasury. To address this, the Committee recommendation
includes $3,000,000 to continue this much-needed rehabilitation
project.

Harbor/South Bay Water Recycling, CA.—The Committee has in-
cluded $4,000,000 for this project with the expectation that it will
allow for the continued construction of the Madrona Marsh Lateral
and other related elements. As this project was not included in the
budget request, the Committee has included scarce resources for its
continued construction.

Imperial Beach (Imperial Beach-Silver Strand), CA.—The Com-
mittee has included $200,000 for the continued design of the Impe-
rial Beach project.

Oakland Harbor (50 Foot Project)) CA.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $20,000,000 for this critical harbor project.
The Committee regrets that it cannot provide optimum funding, ef-
forts which are hampered because the administration only re-
quested $7,000,000 for this project. Given that this project is al-
ready under construction, the Committee encourages the adminis-
tration to include realistic project funding in future budget submis-
sions.

Port of Los Angeles (Main Channel Deepening), CA.—The Com-
mittee recommendation includes $15,000,000 for this project. De-
spite the fact this project is already under construction, the admin-
istration did not propose any funding for this project. The Com-
mittee expects the administration to budget for a project of this
scope more responsibly in the future.

South Sacramento County Streams, CA.—The Committee is
aware that there are hydrologic project design issues which could
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impact the cost and schedule of the project. Therefore, the Com-
mittee has only provided the budget request.

Delaware Coast from Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island, Fenwick
Island, DE.—The Committee recommendation includes $214,000
for the continued construction of this project begun in fiscal year
2003.

Delaware Bay Coastline, Port Mahon, DE.—The Committee has
included $500,000 for the continuation of construction begun last
fiscal year.

Central and Southern Florida, FL.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $90,000,000 to continue the Everglades Res-
toration projects, the same level of funding as fiscal year 2003. This
should be in no way considered any diminution of interest or sup-
port by the Committee for these vitally important ecosystem res-
toration projects. The Committee also encourages the Corps to re-
spond to current concerns regarding implementation of the restora-
tion project.

Everglades and South Florida Restoration, FL.—The Committee
has included a provision that conditions expenditure of funds a